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In this section only three points are raised; and these^
readily admitted in the sense in which he understands them."
I attached a different meaning to what I wrote, a meaning that
appears to me to be also correct.

The first assertion is that certain ideas are false materially1) i.e.
according to my interpretation, that they supply the judgment with
material for error. But my critic, taking ideas in their formal aspect,
contends that falsity never resides in them.

The second is, that God is self-originated in a positive sense,
the sense implying as it ivere derivation from a cause'2. Here I had
in mind merely that the reason why God requires no efficient cause
in order to exist, is based on something positive, to wit, the very
immensity of God, than which nothing can be more positive.
M. Arnauld, however, shows that God is neither self-produced nor
conserved by Himself by any positive activity belonging to an
efficient cause; and this I likewise clearly aflirm.

The third controverted statement is that nothing can exist in
the mind of which we are not conscious*] which I in affirming held
to refer to the acts of the mind, while it is of the mental, faculties
that he denies it.

But, to trace things out one by one, when lie says, //' cold he
merely a privation, there van he no idea -tr/tiv/1 yry;;vw///.s' that as
something positive, it is clear that he treats of this idea only in, its
formal aspect. For, since ideas themselves are forms, and are never
composed of any matter, when we take them as representing some-
thing, we regard them not in a material guise but formalin; but if
we were to consider them not in so far as they represent this or that
other thing, but in the respect in which they are operations of the
intellect, it might be said that they were taken materially, but then
they would have no reference to the truth or falsity of objects.
Hence it seems to me that ideas cannot be said to be materially
false in any other sense than that which 1 have just explained.
Tims, whether cold be something positive or a privation, my idea of
it does not differ; it remains in me exactly the same as I have
always had it. And I say that it furnishes me with material for error,
if as a fact cold is a privation and does not possess so much reality
as heat, because in considering either of the ideas of heat and cold
just as I received them both from my senses, I am unable to perceive
that more reality is revealed to me by one than by the other.

i Of. above, p. 86.                  * Of. p. 88.                  8 Of. p. 92.